04/87/2086 13: 44 7789518933 



THOMAS, KAYDEN 



PAGE 



Serial No.: 10/079,674 
Art Unit: 3713 

REMARKS 

This is a full and timely response to the non-final Office Action mailed January 9, 
$006. Reconsideration and allowance of the application and pending claims 1-25 and 27-57 
4Jre rei pectfully requested. 

Response to Rejection of Claims Under 35 U.S.C. SI 12 

Claims 11 and 21-25 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, Second Paragraph, as 
ijllegejdly being indefinite for distinctly claiming subject matter which applicant regards as an 
ibo|iment of the invention. Claims 1 1, 21, and 24 have been amended and are believed to 
)mply with 35 U.S.C. §112, Second Paragraph. Thus, Applicant respectfiilly requests 
thd rawal of the rejections. 



Response to Rejection of Claims Under 35 U.S.C. §103(a^ 

In the Office Action, claims 1-12, 14-23, 25, 27-41, 43-51, 53-55, and 57 stand 
under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Peppel (U.S. Patent 
6 Bl) in view of Morris (U.S. Patent No. 6,097,389). Claims 1 1-13, 24, 42, 52, and 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Peppel in view 
in further view of Webb (U.S. Patent No. 6,325,756 Bl). It is well-established at law 
a proper rejection of a claim under 35 U.S.C. §103 as being obvious based upon a 
on of references, the cited combination of references must disclose, teach, or suggest, 
implicitly or explicitly, all elements/features/steps of the claim at issue. See, e.g. y In Re 
Ttemical, 5 U.S.P.Q.2d 1529, 1531 (Fed. Cir. 1988), and In re Keller, 208 U.S.P.Q.2d 
(C.C.P.A. 1981). 
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As provided in independent claim 1, Applicant claims: 

A system for displaying photographic images, the system comprising a 
combination of: 

a gaming console for playing a video game; 

a communications means for connecting the gaming console to a wide 
area network; 

a domestic visual display unit for displaying at least one digitised 
photographic image data to a user of the gaining console; 

a permanent data store connected to the wide area network, the 
permanent data store storing the digitised photographic image data and 
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comprising transmission means for transmitting part or all of the digitised 
photographic image data to the gaming console; 

a portable digital data store residing in the gaming console; 

a viewing application program residing in the gaming console, the 
viewing application program comprising a communications program for 
receiving the digitised photographic image data from the permanent data store, 
the viewing application program being arranged to configure the gaming 
console to display the digitised photographic image data on the domestic 
visual display unit when the digitised photographic image data has been 
received by the gaming console, the viewing application program forwarding 
input selections made by a gaming controller of the gaming console to a 
remote gaming console, the input selections of the gaming controller being 
used to control how the digitised photographic image data is being viewed 
on the domestic visual display unit and further being used to control how 
tlte digitised photographic image data is being viewed on a remote display of 
the remote gaming console; 

the remote gaming console; 

the remote display coupled to the remote gaming console; and 
a remote communications means for connecting the remote gaming 
console to the wide area network, wherein the gaming console and the remote 
gaming console communicate via the wide area network such that the remote 
gaming console synchronizes and copies display operations of the gaming 
console corresponding to the transmitted input selections so that a user of the 
gaming console controls viewing of the digitised photographic image data 
displayed on the remote display, and such that a second user views the 
digitised photographic image data on the remote display as the digitised 
photographic image data is being actively controlled by the user of the gaming 
console. 



jJBmpJiasis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit thai independent claim 1 is allowable for at least the 
&asoA that Peppel in view of Morris does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least the feature of 
the viewing application program forwarding input selections made by a gaming controller of 
le gaming console to a remote gaming console, the input selections of the gaming controller 
einglused to control how the digitised photographic image data is being viewed on the 
dome ttic visual display unit and further being used to control how the digitised photographic 
nag€ data is being viewed on a remote display of the remote gaming console" or "a remote 
( omrx unications means for connecting the remote gaming console to the wide area network, 
1 rhert in the gaming console and the remote gaming console communicate via the wide area 
j etwc rk such that the remote gaming console synchronizes and copies display operations of 
e g* ming console corresponding to the transmitted input selections so that a user of the 
ir g console controls viewing of the digitised photographic image data displayed on the 
ot ; display, and such that a second user views the digitised photographic image data on 
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t e tgi xote display as the digitised photographic image data is being actively controlled by the 
i$er of the gaming console," as recited and emphasized above in claim 1 . 

Rather, Peppel discloses at most a system where a first user posts an electronic trading 
c ird o lline and a second user downloads the electronic trading card for viewing on his or her 
c impi ter without any involvement of the first user. See, e.g., col. 8, lines 28-35. For 
tfkamtile, "users can post offers to buy and sell" and the offers "are then stored and forwarded 
t \ owi ters of cards." Cot 8, lines 42-48. The Office Action also explains that Peppel teaches 
t iat a user can create a card and "upload it onto the server for display" where a second user 
t an th sn view the card by downloading it to a remote console. See Office Action, page 8. 
" hus, Peppel does not appear to teach or suggest that a user may view image data on his or 
I er ccnsole and make input selections via a gaming controller (e.g., which buttons were 
1 ressc d, how was joystick moved, etc.) that affects how the image data is displayed or viewed 

< n hi* or her display or screen, where the input selections are also forwarded to a remote 
(Jjcmsole so that the same actions may be viewed on a remote display of the remote console. 

With regard to Morris, the Office Action states that Morris teaches that a user can 
an album and publish it on a network. A second user may then view the album, but the 
can still edit the album or have control in allowing others to access the album. See 
Action, page 9. For sake of argument, if the above statements are assumed to be 
e, Morris still does not teach or suggest that input selections made by a gaming control 
;aming console is forwarded to a remote gaming console, where "the input selections of 
ihe gaining controller [are] used to control how the digitised photographic image data is being 
iewc i on the domestic visual display unit and further [are] used to control how the digitised 
hotoigraphic image data is being viewed on a remote display of the remote gaming console." 
Likewise, Peppel and Morris fail to teach or suggest "a remote communications 
tfiean* for connecting the remote gaming console to the wide area network, wherein the 
g console and the remote gaming console communicate via the wide area network such 
ijhat tie remote gaming console synchronizes and copies display operations of the gaming 
{ onso|e corresponding to the transmitted input selections so that a user of the gaming console 

< ontnlls viewing of the digitised photographic image data displayed on the remote display, 
;j|nd sich that a second user views the digitised photographic image data on the remote display 
fe thd digitised photographic image data is being actively controlled by the user of the gaming 
conso e," as recited in claim 1, 



18 



PA(£ 1 9/33 * RCVD AT 4/7/2006 1:38:42 PM [Easten D^fllgM TlmeJ * SVRiU^TO-ffXRF-6/25 • DN1S:273S300 * CSID: 770951 MM * DURATION (mm-ss): 1 2-24 




04/87/2006 13:44 



7709510933 



THOMAS, KAYDEN 



PAGE 



Serial No.: 10/079,674 
Art Unit: 3713 



The Office Action also stated that the Applicant had previously argued functional 
ingulge limitations or "intended use" and that the prior art only needs to recite structural 
c|aim limitations and not functional limitations. Applicant respectfully disagrees. The MPEP 
states that a reference may not have to disclose claimed functional limitations if the functional 
1 mita ions are inherently disclosed by the structural limitations of the reference. f, [T]he 

< Kami tier must provide a basis in fact and/or technical reasoning to reasonably support the 

< eterr linalion that the allegedly inherent characteristic necessarily flows from the teachings of 
1 ic pior art." Ex Parte Levy, 17 USPQ2d 1461, 1464 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1990) 

\ smphasis in original). For example, In re Schreiber, 128 F.3d 1473, 1477-78, 44 USPQ2d 
429, 1431-32 (Fed. Cir. 1997), as cited in MPEP 2114, frames the issue on whether the 
oncti 3nal limitations of a claim give the claim patentable weight. 

In the present case, it is asserted that the claimed functional limitations are not 
ihen nt in the cited references and therefore add to the patentable weight of the claims. See 
. n re , Ichreiber, 44 USPQ2d at 14 32. 

I For at least the aforementioned reasons, Peppel in view of Morris does not establish a 
orima facie case of obviousness. The rejection should be withdrawn for at least this reason 
lone 



b. Claims 2-1 8 and 27-28 

Because independent claim 1 is allowable over the cited art of record, dependent claims 
18 |nd 27-28 are allowable as a matter of law, for at least the reason that the dependent claims 
all the features and elements of independent claim 1 and Webb does not remedy the 
eficfncies of the Peppel and Morris references. In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 (Fed. Cir. 1988). 
or ekample, Webb diversely describes a system where screen data areas are monitored for 
ihan^ es and then updates of any changes are communicated to a display device. See coL 9, 
es p-64. For at least this reason, the rejections of claims 2-18 should be withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing allowability of claims 2-18 and 27-28, 
esejjdependent claims recite further features and/or combinations of features (as are apparent 
iy es animation of the claims themselves) that are patentably distinct from the cited art of 
econ .. Hence, there are other reasons why these claims are allowable. 
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C. 



Claims 19-20 



As provided in independent claim 19 t Applicant claims: 

A system for displaying a personal digital photographic images, the 
system comprising a combination of: 

a gaming console for playing a video game; 

a data communications module for connecting the gaining console to 
a wide area network; 

a domestic visual display unit for displaying the personal digital 
photographic images to a user of the gaming console; 

a permanent data store connected to the wide area network, the 
permanent data store storing the digitised photographic image data; 

transmission means for transmitting part or all of the digitised 
photographic image data from the permanent data store to the gaining 
console; 

a portable digital data store residing in the gaming console; 
a plurality of user-selectable viewing application programs residing in 
the gaming console; 

a communications program for receiving the digitised photographic 
image data from the permanent data store via the transmission means, the 
plurality of viewing application programs being arranged to provide different 
algorithms for displaying the digitised photographic image data in different 
ways and being arranged to configure the gaming console to display the 
digitised photographic image data on the domestic visual display unit in a 
user-selected way when the digitised photographic image data has been 
received by the gaming console; 
a remote gaming console; 

a remote display coupled to the remote gaming console; and 
a remote communications means for connecting the remote gaming 
console to the wide area network, 

wherein the gaming console and the remote gaming console 
communicate via the wide area network such that the gaming console 
forwards input selections made by a gaming controller of the gaming console 
to the remote gaming console, the input selections of the gaming controller 
being used to control how the digitised photographic image data is being 
viewed on the domestic visual display unit and further being used to control 
how the digitised photographic hnage data is being viewed on the remote 
display, and the remote gaming console synchronizes and copies display 
operations of the gaming console corresponding to the transmitted input 
selections so that a user of the gaming console controls viewing of the 
digitised photographic image data displayed on the remote display, and such 
that a second user views corresponding digitised photographic image data on 
the remote display as the digitised photographic image data is being actively 
controlled by the user of the gaming console. 

Emp buasis added). 

J Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 19 is allowable for at least the 
easoji that Peppel in view of Morris does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least the feature 
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her< in the gaming console and the remote gaming console communicate via the wide area 
nltwoi k such that the gaming console forwards input selections made by a gaming controller 
c : the gammg console to the remote gaming console, the input selections of the gaming 
c >ntro ler being used to control how the digitised photographic image data is being viewed on 
t e d< mestic visual display unit and further being used to control how the digitised 
p lotoj japhic image data is being viewed on the remote display, and the remote gaming 
c >nso! e synchronizes and copies display operations of the gaming console corresponding to 
lc trc nsmitted input selections so that a user of the gaming console controls viewing of the 
gitis sd photographic* image data displayed on the remote display, and such that a second 
er \ tews corresponding digitised photographic image data on the remote display as the 
gitis 3d photographic image data is being actively controlled by the user of the gammg 
e," as recited and emphasized above in claim 19. 

Rather, Peppel discloses at most a system where a fiuret user posts an electronic trading 
<jl|ard dbline and a second user downloads the electronic trading card for viewing on his or her 
ampfter without any involvement of the first user. See, e.g., col. 8, lines 28-35. For 
;aotxi#ie 8 "users can post offers to buy and sell" and the offers "are then stored and forwarded 
ers of cards/ 1 Col. 8, lines 42-48. The Office Action also explains that Peppel teaches 
a user can create a card and "upload it onto the server for display" where a second user 
tt en view the card by downloading it to a remote console. See Office Action, page 8. 
s, Peppel does not appear to teach or suggest that a user may view image data on his or 
er console and make input selections via a gaming controller (e.g., which buttons were 
s< d, how was joystick moved, etc.) that affects how the image data is displayed or viewed 
fn hi or her display or screen, where the input selections are also forwarded to a remote 
( onsoj e so that the same actions may be viewed on a remote display of the remote console. 

With regard to Morris, the Office Action states that Morris teaches that a user can 
#reat^| an album and publish it on a network. A second user may then view the album, but the 
er can still edit the album or have control in allowing others to access the album. See 
Action, page 9. For sake of argument, if the above statements are assumed to be 
te, Morris still does not teach or suggest that input selections made by a gaming control 
3r a gaming console is forwarded to a remote gaming console, "wherein the gaming console 
(nd tlfe remote gaming console communicate via the wide area network such that the gaming 
e forwards input selections made by a gaming controller of the gaming console to the 
: ^mo^ gaming console, the input selections of the gaming controller being used to control 
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digitised photographic image data is being viewed on the domestic visual display 
further being used to control how the digitised photographic image data is being 
on the remote display, and the remote gaming console synchronizes and copies 
operations of the gaming console corresponding to the transmitted input selections so 
iser of the gaming console controls viewing of the digitised photographic image data 
ed on the remote display, and such that a second user views corresponding digitised 
toiraphic image data on the remote display as the digitised photographic image data is 
ictively controlled by the user of the gaming console,' 1 as described in claim 19. 
Therefore, Peppel in view of Morris does not establish a prima facie case of 
<j|>vioisness. The rejection of claim 19 and claim 20 which depends therefrom should be 
Ajfithdjfawn for at least this reason alone. 

d. Claim21 

As provided in independent claim 21, Applicant claims: 

A system for displaying a first user* s personal digital photographic 
images, the system comprising a combination of: 

a gaming console for playing a video game; the gaming console 
including a data communications module for connecting the gaming console 
to a wide area network; 

a domestic visual display unit for displaying the video game to the 
first user when connected with the console; 

a permanent data store connected to the wide area network, the 
permanent data store storing the first user's digitised photographic image data 
and comprising transmission means for transmitting part or all of Ihe first 
user's digitised photographic image data to the gaming console via the wide 
area network; 

a portable digital data store including a viewing application program 
and a communications program for receiving the first user's digitised 
photographic image data from the permanent data store via the 
communications means and the wide area network, the viewing application 
program being arranged to configure the gaming console to display the 
digitised photographic image data on the domestic visual display unit when 
the first user's digitised photographic image data has been received by the 
gaming console; 

a further gaming console for playing a video game; the further gaming 
console including a further data communications module for connecting the 
further gaming console to the wide area network; 

a further domestic visual display unit for displaying the video game to 
a second user when connected with the console; and 

a further portable digital data store including a further viewing 
application program, the further viewing application program comprising a 
further communications program for receiving the first user's digitised 

22 
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photographic image data from the permanent data store via the further 
communications means and the wide area network, the further viewing 
application program being arranged to configure the further gaming console to 
display the first user's digitised photographic image data on the further 
domestic visual display unit when the first user's digitised photographic image 
data has been received by the further gaming console^wherein the gaming 
console and the further gaming console communicate via the wide area network 
such that the gaming console forwards input selections made by a gaming 
controller of the gaming console to the further gaming console, the input 
selections of the gaming controller being used to control how the digitised 
photographic image data is being viewed on the domestic visual display unit 
and further being used to control how the digitised photographic image data 
is being viewed on the further domestic visual display unit, and the further 
gaming console synchronizes and copies display operations of the gaming 
console corresponding to the transmitted input selections so that a user of the 
gaming console controls viewing of the digitised photographic image data 
displayed on the further domestic visual display unit, and suck that a second 
user views the digitised photographic image data on the further domestic 
visual display unit as the digitised photographic image data is being actively 
controlled by the user of the gaming console. 

^jpmp]|asis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 21 is allowable for at least the 
liasoijj that Peppel in view of Morris does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least the feature 
>uch that the gaming console forwards input selections made by a gaming controller of the 
I amir: g console to the further gaming console, the input selections of the gaming controller 
1 eing used to control how the digitised photographic image data is being viewed on the 
<§ome|tic visual display unit and further being used to control how the digitised photographic 
data is being viewed on the further domestic visual display unit, and the further gaming 
e synchronizes and copies display operations of the gaming console corresponding to 
tike transmitted input selections so that a user of the gaming console controls viewing of the 
< igitiiled photographic image data displayed on the further domestic visual display unit, and 
i ich that a second user views the digitised photographic image data on the further domestic 
^ isualj display unit as the digitised photographic image data is being actively controlled by the 
Iter otthe gaming console," as recited and emphasized above in claim 21 . 

Rather, Peppel discloses at most a system where a first user posts an electronic trading 
$ud cUnline and a second user downloads the electronic trading card for viewing on his or her 
wnpllter without any involvement of the first user. See, e.g., col. 8 f lines 28-35. For 
dkami le, "users can post offers to buy and sell" and the offers "are then stored and forwarded 
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1 > ow ters of cards." Col. 8, lines 42-48. The Office Action also explains that Peppel teaches 
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at a lser can create a card and "upload it onto the server for display" where a second user 
th tn view the card by downloading it to another console. See Office Action, page 8. 
1 btus, Peppel does not appear to teach or suggest that a user may view image data on his or 
t a- cc nsole and make input selections via a gaming controller (e.g., which buttons were 
f -esse I, how was joystick moved, etc.) that affects how the image data is displayed or viewed 
dp his or her display or screen, where the input selections are also forwarded to the other 
c >nso e so that the same actions may be viewed on a visual display of the other console. 

With regard to Morris, the Office Action stales that Morris teaches that a user can 
c -eale an album and publish it on a network. A second user may then view the album, but the 
rst u ser can still edit the album or have control in allowing others to access the album. See 
ffict Action, page 9. For sake of argument, if the above statements are assumed to be 
curj te, Morris still does not teach or suggest that input selections made by a gaining control 
r a j jaming console is forwarded to another gaming console, "such that the gaming console 
i >rwa ds input selections made by a gaming controller of the gaming console to the further 
j amir g console, the input selections of the gaming controller being used to control how the 

< igiti* ed photographic image data is being viewed on the domestic visual display unit and 
irthe r being used to control how the digitised photographic image data is being viewed on 

1 le ft rther domestic visual display unit, and the further gaming console synchronizes and 

< opie i display operations of the gaming console corresponding to the transmitted input 
i elect ons so that a user of the gaming console controls viewing of the digitised photographic 

nag< data displayed on the further domestic visual display unit, and such that a second user 
|iews the digitised photographic image data on the further domestic visual display unit as the 
|igiti; led photographic image data is being actively controlled by the user of the gaming 
onsqfie," as described in claim 21. 

Therefore, Peppel in view of Morris does not establish a prima facie case of 
bviobsness. The rejection of claim 21 should be withdrawn for at least this reason alone. 



e. Claims 22-25 

Because independent claim 21 is allowable over the cited art of record, dependent 
laimfe 22-25 are allowable as a matter of law, for at least the reason that the dependent claims 
nta n all the features and elements of independent claim 21 and Webb does not remedy the 
fici mcies of the Peppel and Morris references. For example, Webb diversely describes a 
where screen data areas are monitored for changes and then updates of any changes 
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a e communicated to a display device. See col 9, lines 42-64. For at least this reason, the 
rfecti&ns of claims 2-18 should be withdrawn. For at least this reason, the rejections of 
c|aims| 22-25 should be withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing allowability of claims 22-25, these 
c jpenient claims recite further features and/or combinations of features (as are apparent by 
e camifcation of the claims themselves) that are patentably distinct from the cited art of record 
I encef there are other reasons why these claims are allowable. 



£ Claim 29 

As provided in independent claim 29, Applicant claims: 

A method for viewing pre-captured photographic images with video 
gaining consoles, comprising: 

displaying at least one pre-captured photographic image on a local 
display using a local video gaming console in accordance with instructions 
from a user of the local video gaming console; and 

displaying the pre-captured photographic image on a remote display 
using a remote video gaming console in accordance with instructions from 
the user of the local video gaming console, wherein the local video gaming 
console and the remote gaming console communicate with each other such 
that the local video gaming console forwards input selections made by a 
gaming controller of the local video gaming console to the remote gaming 
console, the input selections of the gaming controller being used to control 
how the digitised photographic image data is being viewed on the local display 
and further being used to control how the digitised photographic image data 
is being viewed on the remote display, and the remote video gaming console 
synchronizes and copies the way in which a user of the local video gaming 
console controls display of the pre-captured photographic image on the local 
display, and such that the pre-captured photographic image is displayed on 
the remote display in accordance with current control of the local display by 
the user of the local video gaming console. 

I Emppasis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 29 is allowable for at least the 
Basoii that Peppel in view of Morris does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least "displaying 
txe p :e-captuTed photographic image on a remote display using a remote video gaming 
onsc le in accordance with instructions from the user of the local video gaming console, 
/herJin the local video gaming console and the remote gaming console communicate with 
ach father such that the local video gaming console forwards input selections made by a 
;amii ig controller of the local video gaming console to the remote gaming console, the input 
elections of the gaming controller being used to control how the digitised photographic 

25 
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Snagd data is being viewed on the local display and further being used to control how the 

< igitis ed photographic image data is being viewed on the remote display, and the remote 
i ideo gaming console synchronizes and copies the way in which a user of the local video 
I amir g console controls display of the pre-captured photographic image on the local display, 
; ad s ich that the pre-captured photographic image is displayed on the remote display in 

ance with current control of the local display by the user of the local video gaming 
Ijonsojte," as recited and emphasized above in claim 29, 

| Rather, Peppel discloses at most a system where a first user posts an electronic trading 

< ard c nline and a second user downloads the electronic trading card for viewing on his or her 

< omp iter without any involvement of the first user. See, e.g., col. 8, lines 28-35. For 
i xamj >le, "users can post offers to buy and sell" and the offers "are then stored and forwarded 
1 > ow lers of cards." Col. 8, lines 42-48. The Office Action also explains that Peppel teaches 
1 *at a user can create a card and "upload it onto the server for display" where a second user 

< an tl en view the card by downloading it to another console. See Office Action, page 8. 
' lius, Peppel does not appear to teach or suggest that a user may view image data on his or 
] er console and make input selections via a gaming controller (e.g., which buttons were 
I ress< d, how was joystick moved, etc.) that affects how the image data is displayed or viewed 

< n hi \ or her display or screen, where the input selections are also forwarded to the other 
( onso e so that the same actions may be viewed on a visual display of the other console. 

With regard to Morris, the Office Action states that Morris teaches that a user can 

< reate an album and publish it on a network. A second user may then view the album, but the 
: irst user can still edit the album or have control in allowing others to access the album. See 

< )ffic| Action, page 9. For sake of argument, if the above statements are assumed to be 
j ccurate, Morris still does not teach or suggest that input selections made by a gaming control 
: Dr a gaming console is forwarded to another gaming console, such that "displaying the pre- 
c aptu ed photographic image on a remote display using a remote video gaming console [is] in 
t ccor lance with instructions from the user of the local video gaming console, wherein the 
] )cal rideo gaming console and the remote gaming console communicate with each other 
i nch hat the local video gaming console forwards input selections made by a gaming 

< ontr< Her of the local video gaming console to the remote gaming console, the input 
i sleet ons of the gaming controller being used to control how the digitised photographic 
i nagc data is being viewed on the local display and further being used to control how the 

gitij ed photographic image data is being viewed on the remote display, and the remote 
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^ deo gaming console synchronizes and copies the way in which a user of the local video 
{ imin i console controls display of the pre-captured photographic image on the local display, 
i id si ich that the pre-captured photographic image is displayed on the remote display in 
i xor< ance with current control of the local display by the user of the local video gaming 



nsofle," as described in claim 29. 

Therefore, Peppel in view of Morris does not establish a prima facie case of 
(IjbvioAsness. The rejection of claim 29 should be withdrawn for at least this reason alone. 

g. Claims 30-42 

Because independent claim 29 is allowable over the cited art of record, dependent 
asms 30-42 are allowable as a matter of law, for at least the reason that the dependent claims 
Jfbntaih all the features and steps of independent claim 29. For at least this reason, the 
|pect|ons of claims 30-42 should be withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing allowability of claims 30-42, these 
&pen|ient claims recite further features and/or combinations of features (as are apparent by 
< karai nation of the claims themselves) that are patentably distinct from the cited art of record, 
itenct , there are other reasons why these claims are allowable. 



h. 



Claim 43 



As provided in independent claim 43, Applicant claims: 
A video gaming console, comprising: 

a means for communicating to a display at least one pre-captured 
photographic image such that the pre-captured photographic image is 
displayed on a local display in accordance with instructions from a user of the 
video gaming console; and 

a means for communicating the instructions from the user of the video 
gaming console to a remote video gaming console such that the same pre- 
captured photographic image is displayed on a remote display using the 
remote video gaming console^ 

wherein the video gaming console and the remote gaming console 
communicate with each other such that video gaming console forwards input 
selections made by a gaming controller of the video gaming console to the 
remote video gaming console, the input selections of the gaming controller 
being used to control how the digitised photographic image data is being 
viewed on the local display of the video gaming console and further being 
used to control how the digitised photographic image data is being viewed on 
the remote display, and the remote video gaming console synchronizes and 
copies the way in which a user of the video gaming console controls display of 
the pre-captured photographic image on the local display, and such that the 
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pre-captured photographic image is displayed on the remote display in 
accordance with current control of the local display by the user of the video 
gaming console. 

(J impl asis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 43 is allowable for at least the 
i§asor| that Peppel in view of Morris does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least the feature 
vher sin the video gaming console and the remote gaming console communicate with each 
( ther luch that video gaming console forwards input selections made by a gaming controller 
qftf fhe| video gaming console to the remote video gaming console, the input selections of the 
controller being used to control how the digitised photographic image data is being 
ewefa on the local display of the video gaming console and further being used to control 
w t le digitised photographic image data is being viewed on the remote display, and the 
tot 3 video gaming console synchronizes and copies the way in which a user of the video 
console controls display of the pre-captured photographic image on the local display, 
^d slich that the pre-captured photographic image is displayed on the remote display in 
coriance with current control of the local display by the user of the video gaming console,' 1 
rec ted and emphasized above in claim 43. 

Rather, Peppel discloses at most a system where a first user posts an electronic trading 
ard c nline and a second user downloads the electronic trading card for viewing on his or her 
mp iter without any involvement of the first user. See, e.g. 9 col. 8, lines 28-35. For 
am >le, "users can post offers to buy and sell" and the offers "are then stored and forwarded 
> ow iers of cards." Col. 8, lines 42-48. The Office Action also explains that Peppel teaches 
xat a user can create a card and "upload it onto the server for display 1 ' where a second user 
an tl ten view the card by downloading it to another console. See Office Action, page 8. 
1ms, Peppel does not appear to teach or suggest that a user may view image data on his or 
er c rasole and make input selections via a gaming controller (e.g., which buttons were 
ess< id, how was joystick moved, etc.) that affects how the image data is displayed or viewed 
n hi ; or her display or screen, where the input selections axe also forwarded to the other 
(onsqjle so that the same actions may be viewed on a visual display of the other console* 

With regard to Morris, the Office Action states that Morris teaches that a user can 
[reatd an album and publish it on a network. A second user may then view the album, but the 
irst user can still edit the album or have control in allowing others to access the album. See 
>ffici Action, page 9. For sake of argument, if the above statements are assumed to be 
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cura te, Morris still does not teach or suggest that input selections made by a gaming control 
r a \ ;amiflg console is forwarded to another gaming console, "wherein the video gaming 
>nso" e and the remote gaming console communicate with each other such that video gaming 
dmsol e forwards input selections made by a gaming controller of the video gaming console to 
t§e re] aote video gaming console, the input selections of the gaming controller being used to 
intrc [ how the digitised photographic image data is being viewed on the local display of the 
deo naming console and further being used to control how the digitised photographic image 
ita is being viewed on the remote display, and the remote video gaming console 
^ch|onizes and copies the way in which a user of the video gaming console controls display 
pre~captured photographic image on the local display, and such that the pre-captured 
jihoto|xaphic image is displayed on the remote display in accordance with current control of 
t Le lo< al display by the user of the video gaming console," as described in claim 43. 

Therefore, Peppel in view of Morris does not establish a prima facie case of 
<fl|rvioi^sness. The rejection of claim 43 should be withdrawn for at least this reason alone. 

i. Claims 44-52 

Because independent claim 43 is allowable over the cited art of record, dependent 
44-52 are allowable as a matter of law, for at least the reason that the dependent claims 
dbntaih all the elements and steps of independent claim 43 and Webb does not remedy the 
t 5fici< ncies of the Peppel and Morris references. For example, Webb diversely describes a 
s fsteu i where screen data areas are monitored for changes and then updates of any changes 
« re cc mmunicated to a display device. See col. 9, lines 42-64* For at least this reason, the 
i gections of claims 2-18 should be withdrawn. For at least this reason, the rejections of 
$aim| 44-52 should be withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing allowability of claims 44-52, these 
dbpenftent claims recite further features and/or combinations of features (as are apparent by 
«|c.ami lation of the claims themselves) that are patentably distinct from the cited art of record. 
>ence , there are other reasons why these claims are allowable. 
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j- Claim 53 

As provided in independent claim 53, Applicant claims: 

A program for viewing pre-captured photographic images with video 
gaming consoles stored on computer-readable medium, the program 
comprising logic configured to perfonn: 

displaying at least one pre-captured photographic image on a Jocal 
display using a local video gaming console in accordance with instructions 
from a user of the local video gaming console; and 

communicating the pre-captured photographic image to a remote video 
gaming console such that the pre-captured photographic image is displayed on 
a remote display in accordance with the instructions from the user of the local 
video gaming console^ 

wherein the local video gaming console and the remote gaming 
console communicate with each other such that the local video gaming 
console forwards input selections made by a gaming controller of the local 
video gaming console to the remote gaming console, the input selections of 
the gaming controller being used to control how the digitised photographic 
image data is being viewed on the local display of the local video gaming 
console and further being used to control how the digitised photographic 
image data is being viewed on the remote display, and the remote video 
gaming console synchronizes and copies the way in which a user of the local 
video gaming console controls display of the pre-captured photographic 
image on the local display, and such that the pre-captured photographic 
image is displayed on the remote display in accordance with current control of 
the local display by the user of the local video gaming console. 



(jfmpl|asis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 53 is allowable for at least the 
that Peppel m view of Morris does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least "wherein the 
I cal i ideo gaming console and the remote gaming console communicate with each other 
s tch that the local video gaming console forwards input selections made by a gaming 
c >ntro ler of the local video gaming console to the remote gaming console, the input 
s lecti >ns of the gaming controller being used to control how the digitised photographic 
i lage data is being viewed on the local display of the local video gaming console and further 
used to control how the digitised photographic image data is being viewed on the 
display, and the remote video gaming console synchronizes and copies the way in 
a user of thej local video gaming console controls display of the pre-captured 
p|otodtaphic image on the local display, and such that the pre-captured photographic image is 
d spla] ed on the remote display in accordance with cimrent control of the local display by the 
u er of the local video gaming console," as recited and emphasized above in claim 53. 
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Rather, Peppel discloses at most a system where a first user posts an electronic trading 
d o iline and a second user downloads the electronic trading card for viewing on his or her 
mp|ter without any involvement of the first user. See, e.g., col. 8, lines 28-35. For 
le, "users can post offers to buy and sell" and the offers "are then stored and forwarded 
owiers of cards." Col. 8> lines 42-48. The Office Action also explains that Peppel teaches 
tjjkat ajuser can create a card and "upload it onto the server for display" where a second user 
#n tflbn view the card by downloading it to another console. See Office Action, page 8, 
IJhus, VPeppel does not appear to teach or suggest that a user may view image data on his or 
r console and make input selections via a gaming controller (e.g., which buttons were 
seti, how was joystick moved, etc.) that affects how the image data is displayed or viewed 
his or her display or screen, where the input selections are also forwarded to the other 
mso e so that the same actions may be viewed on a visual display of the other console. 

With regard to Morris, the Office Action states that Morris teaches that a user can 
dfeate an album and publish it on a network. A second user may then view the album, but the 
fflrst u|er can still edit the album or have control in allowing others to access the album. See 
<|fficd| Action, page 9. For sake of argument, if the above statements are assumed to be 
i >cun te, Morris still does not teach or suggest that input selections made by a gaming control 
i \t a gaming console is forwarded to another gaming console, "wherein the local video 

O console and the remote gaming console communicate with each other such that the 
ideo gaming console forwards input selections made by a gaming controller of the 
1 cal ^ ideo gaming console to the remote gaming console, the input selections of the gaming 
c mtro iler being used to control how the digitised photographic image data is being viewed on 
tie lo< al display of the local video gaming console and further being used to control how the 
c gitis ?d photographic image data is being viewed on the remote display, and the remote 
deo gaming console synchronizes and copies the way in which a user of the local video 
gamin % console controls display of the pre-captured photographic image on the local display, 
aj id si eh that the pre-captured photographic image is displayed on the remote display in 
a sord ance with current control of the local display by the user of the local video gaming 
c|>nsolp," as described in claim 53. 

Therefore, Peppel in view of Morris does not establish a prima facie case of 
c|viot|sness. The rejection of claim 53 should be withdrawn for at least this reason alone. 
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k. Claims 54-57 

Because independent claim 53 is allowable over the cited art of record, dependent 
dlaimdl 54-57 are allowable as a matter of law, for at least the reason that the dependent claims 
c mtai i all the features and steps of independent claim 53 and Webb does not remedy the 
c sficie ncies of the Peppel and Morris references. For example, Webb diversely describes a 
s reten l where screen data areas are monitored for changes and then updates of any changes 
i e co nmunicated to a display device. See col. 9, lines 42-64, For at least this reason, the 
ifjectijpns of claims 2-18 should be withdrawn. For at least this reason, the rejections of 
cflaimj 54-57 should be withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing allowability of claims 54-57, these 
djbpenliient claims recite further features and/or combinations of features (as are apparent by 

< cami ration of the claims themselves) that are patentably distinct from the cited art of record. 
|fenc4 there are other reasons why these claims are allowable. 

CONCLUSION 

In light of the foregoing amendments and for at least the reasons set forth above, 
Ippttjfcant respectfully submits that all objections and/or rejections have been traversed, 
i aidei ed moot, and/or accommodated, and that the pending claims are in condition for 
$Uow|nce. Favorable reconsideration and allowance of the present application and all 
ijjendiAg claims are hereby courteously requested. If, in the opinion of the Examiner, a 
1 depbbnic conference would expedite the examination of this matter, the Examiner is invited to 

< all i 



undersigned agent at (770) 933-9500. 



Respectfully submitted, 
Charles W. Griggers 



Charles 
Reg. No. 47,283 
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